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fafa, mot Outwit 

*rf firwfr, is jjo, 1982 

«ei<> *n° 419 (H):—im fanrr »rt Protfaftpi 

an^»r aft orpprrft % f?tf stoftra faqr | - 

wrfn 

oftroft wkt % >sft ipt° rjh tftr ft hr 

onr ff?*ft % ®ft tpT« ftw iri nfcnrt 'ktw *?t if f 

iff Hftww ffon jri | ft? *ft to jjhr ijrfT tfw 

nfffaftw Hsrfmpr, i9si (1951 40 43 ) ft am 3 hth 

ifiw trfatrH % 102 ( 1 ) (v) % fffHff % 

tor w ft % fof ffrf^r ?t ot ?; 

stm f rp^rfa it Hfafr f off faff it w hr t? 
ff wr -w ft sm ^htt jyaff ft% farf^r if & ffasni 
f 103 % Htffa faitw Hifti 4ft tut lift $ ; 

fafm wifti if noft h? tih ft % (snrfu 

fm ft to jhii H«ff bit fvrtf^f jt f ; 

4PT', f, 'fi ri i m trffa Xfiir, V,i 43 TT^lfa, ffattFT % 

wijfsi 103 % nffa ijnft hwt trfffl 43 sfafa 4srf gq, 

325 GI/82 


wifi jttt farfw nrftH ft tr f RJ5TC 15 fafarw 
wnr ^ ff hr ft urt jinT tariff, ttr j?ht % hhr gfa 
% fir?, 414 HfafafaR WfafalH, ] 9S1 (l951 Hit 43) <Pt 

tfirr 3i:OT ifes ffattm f Hfffa 102 ( 1 ) (v) % faftfaf 

% H^JttTC ffft 5 WIT finfijff 4 ift 5$ ({ 1 

R^-rfn to; %°l 

qf ffwft, 115ft, 1982 ft^nt tfuftaf if^ri 

»fR4 4ir TT'fTff 

TOP4tt 

4ftw ftwfvt TRW 

198 1 40 Plftt OWWI (to 3 

«ft iRm w 4 iTT % woft^r ?twt, *irt qfifT- 

4ff4RT fH^in % jf 

4 TO 

4? fttfjr qTw % TfifTftr ^tprmo 103(2) 

RtfW fwi i wit w roil moto 4ft tr utot of 
| ftp ftrr sft oto 4fTR ttr ^ror % Rrcffa awr, wtqi 
gffPtftiR RfWrw, 1951 tft ttnr 3 % trro ofet ?Tffmo ^ 
102 (1) (w) ^ Rfto PrF&t i(t ^ 1 
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pg pr % ppst TO wfarff sm HHmr ppt nr 

fTOft If i|T nfafa 29 pf, 1981 TO TO wk Pg PfTOTO 
HPR |r «ft "po Ho BWT TO WR RfftTO TKT TO pf TO I 
Jlkf wTO prftnr 16 ^H, 1981 TO TO wk Pg fTRf % 
Jiff (tro hpo ifur?r am pf nf TO i fan pTOf % fapp ft Tff 

fnPTP pftf ft % SP top: f :— 

iff TOR JRP" nwf opTrf, 1975 if gif TTR HPr % fafft 
fa 91 fop fftpWp if ‘Tfi'H+fl TOTTW 7TR ft FiTO/pa Jlf ft TO' HHT1 
Bg *r«sf TT TlftTIW 9 HHTf, 1981 TO PORT gTHl WT I WOH, 
i98o if iff if sm hr gnim -?m if prcrpTO ppt 
fTOrfam TO* fan fTOkrw hrrTO ft rfarTHT tttpt pt i 
H fftfft WPHT STIR puf TP if % farft fafftp WT if HT WRPH fapT 
nr farcrft Tgr npr nr fT wn pg 19, Terr TOpraTO, wgppinip 
Ir ppjftf TOt if fTOrTO ft I HHTT PR HOP fPpfpH TO* TO 
fft p RT PRtPTO Ir PR Ho 118/128 % TR PHptT 895 TO 

TOhtht fTOn tot nr i inf % hr hhtt hr pfarTO poth 
htr t Ffr^jr ppr fftTOpp TO?r TO fpofarr hrtpTO if, ngr 
gnir ^ hhtt hr fppfnr Ir hp if pof faor hpi «tt, tih fonr 
pht nr i topth if ttr nnr % opeTO % fagpr gift T tttot 
P m gT pitH f TO 'tor % faff Hpr?, i98i if gft fiprfftr 
fftoKp if «ff hotTO hr ter it ftTOfTOr grr ft wk wr pht 

if HHTT 155 pft T1 Tnfrrw 14 TORT, 1981 % STRUf JWT I 

wiftfo It totst fawiT Ir far! Effanr snip w«r pg ft fT opr 
wok, 1 980 if nfanot tor pto if pnjftr rfk to frornff h 
ng tt^ % tpp iff fjqrff pto tott tt h?pt gfif i: 
Hfq'ETR % 102 % ntffn ffpfip gr <it »f i 

Kt^ffnnr n nror f^rPro tto if Rf jjto n^r iff $ tfipufr 

pprnx: tpnfffp «ff %o RTo TOrf ^ 17 JRifTOp 1981 
Tf gf rjrorrf TO nr >ff ij-g to I ffi ntT nfirPrfen wNtroR, 
1951 ^f ETtP 3 if PTO TOP T fpn fTOrfPro iffif % fp^ IfT 

www nfoT in? pfirofniT if Pf nffap toPU hr pto if 
Pprf^p * *n Jr Tpsr^ffp iTmt rtW' tp if 5? PmfTO nr 
i?r ^ nk «tf n^nff ntfp, ioeo if nfHnf tor pto 

if rf fTOfnr ngf pr mi «f wcfaR ’f? #rffR % 

TOp#ir 102 ( 1 ) (*) i mf f: totto Prrfgp ?r ot if i 
iff rrmf if to nw pTtrp ift fo pr>F nfnPrftpn nrutniR, 
1951 TT ETTP 3 if H? TOT WfiTOfTO TO ir TTHTto P^f | fn 
HP ETIP if ti'jffiT fnftn ^ n? Ttn't PnftlH nrffs Tt if^ 
p^nf TOR TOE P3Rf nrfgO HP TOT f*F T? PTO PTO TT PTOH 

I HpffP P? 5lflP ^f Pe HP PPT if TO rPEP TT 

q^X TRT ntf^lf I HP^ff TOlfp TO TT ViaipR nf fr 
pro pro if ^rr Fe hpt hr ir pph | prof % stfpfHfa 
?r% if »fk n? fkrfn tot pto ir Pip | fro% phr hhhi % 
HfpfHki ?r?r ?r top to fa *tfaHR if pfpfHfaR Tf ng prp 

faf?H ^ TO PTO PHT if SR^T PP Tt fap TOHr q Hk PgpW 

hh ptrrrTO ir fap t TO TOr top TO ptort % kfa pro 
jjpff f i nfa pr p^p if fHqffa-* Trf TOfk hp pto p 
tort fPHR hto TOrr ^ wk fapr pr pr ifkTOP toP 
ppht t *fk ngt tt ppppr ?t hep ^ TO ^htTOh pr tt 
rrr pfHfHfET TP ?r H|HPT fapif .fa PHPrfaT PTOIPH 'faT TO 
unitHI nk HP TER %, Hgt ir Hg fprofan gHTHT, f?H TOT Pfa- 
TP 5RTH n|PT I hTOh WH Pg TO Tp fa fTO^Hr TT P«f 
ETgE'r TT PPTH, pr p|nl ifap 5TO Pf P^HT ir HfTOf ?TOTO TO 

^ I PpTO TOWrift TO.'fnn prop il ppp'p if Higfa ( 1 ) PfaPTPTOf 

firnHTO, ( 2 ) jpfpt TO fawTOf ( 3 ) faffr, rip nk ttoTO 


Tfa pTOpp itp nrrTO TO nf fTOTOmrnrTO ( 4 ) tpTO nmir 

(faR 45 , fiH 576 ) wk (5) Ho Hrfo PRO 1 970 TO H« 
240 if fptf nif famifafaiRP (faTlfm) HR % B*f TT WflTP 
fTOrr i 

TO TOPP tptt ijarTO T pfks tth^h TO ppp pin TOhh 
h pTOp TOr TO fa p^ht nk faTTOror TOphth % pTOh pT 
wk ethh-ph-t trrpii f wk p^TOp 102 T wstr TtTO wfar 
«F ifan if fpEgHT hTO pr?. grnf Hpfa ng fnigpr pr ht hp 
p^h if pr ppp srrr prof pf faTO faffr iRr pr htot pTOp 
pfpRfar TO TOt fafafkn pro it htTOTOt TO 1 hTOh ptp p? 
pTOp kr TO fa TOphth ^ wijTOp 102 (if if pfTOppn 
ir p pfPH fpTTOrrTO if pppt TOt TOpfafTOp pFTOTOr, 1951 
if pF*hp'tt tto it fafar fpTTOftpf ir fPpwriRT 53 TO TO?r 
pTO, ^rr ptht | 1 : 5TOT r TOg T5 hi nr fa Ptinr tt ppr pfpsrrH 

T pTOp faT^HT it fa'R ff wk P^PT T PPiP TT PRPR ^r 
PgRR 102 *E pif T PRifp PTPjFH hTO PRT Hr PTPt t 1 
TO Tfpp if Pg fpPTH TO fapr fa pfpR PRHT THTHT TOt 
ijrtih ^r 7»n RrpRPf T phot fan pFhTO t ht if hurt *tpt 
PT wk HH TOTO H«H RRrpnf ^ HH fap pfapf TO 3frfaH TT 
fkrr nr nnr hh pTOTO TO nr nTO gf pTOTO TO nr phpih wfaPTif 
ir kr TO ft, orn'^T tt fkn nr i 

pfpPR T WT[4»P 103 wk 192 TO pfrfp T WRiTH HT^ 
PTlf PRH P, ft TETTER wk PPPH H*T RrpfHPt T HT'JtT 
faifTO ft TO ott Hprf nf far wfapf if fan n? n, wr^r hTO 
g Tftfa rift PRift T1 fafHTHP tTO t fpft ppThh HiErrirTf 
tii^TOh pr ttrhth g TO fapfap wrptp sra hr pt pJ tr 
T WiftIT fafpimp TTft ft I fanj HH fH'ftPT TT fPTHP gft Pift- 

pnfH t fpp krr nr ptr | i 

ftft pfTO nuTTrff inr pp TO pf pTOTO TO prjtTO ^4t 
ppkrr TO ft wk HHTt faTOnp fanr fti ft w fa pt h t,--q 5 
g fa-TffwH % wTOh pp^ Tot ttr faraiH ptTO TO ppep 
t fan wTOrp wk fHgorP p’r wpp-witp wk pfnw hrpt 
ft I PPP TOpPR’HI % fpp W^HTPf WhTOp 84 P PElf TO f 
HH fa ftTO PPRHT % fan 1 Ptt^hTO W^IBP 102 P TO jf ft 
Pgt Pg RTP TO TO HIP ft fa WgTOp 84 ft ‘ppg ft fapf 

RlH TO prft T fftp 1 ^p. Hrft % faft" wftnrft fafTO ft HPfa 

WijTOp 102 ft “ppp ir farftf ppp TT PPR Hlft % fa^ 

wk ppr grft Ir farft” facftpift’ hihFeth ft i w=t wgpr Tr 
ttott Itph fanfap It phh wrrt ft hTOt farTOr fanfan % 
ppp wk HP HT fa Tit fftpffap TOfk PPP Tr PPR PHt 

TgpT ft hp ht nr^ g'rTO ft i pg hr fa gpri prstth t wpTO 
wftpr tt whip wk fprftpr he TO fttn nftf ft, wfhiwt wk 
farftpiwf ir pTOTO pfaEiiH |r hppTO ft rih ft i hpihtot % 
faft PITH TO HRfaTHT WTJ^P 84 (t) ft wfoTOTO fT 

fafftfaH WftR ft wk ifTHIHfTTHT WijTOtp 102 (l) (w) ft 

fafpfpiH hp ft wftrrfnp fTOftpr ft i ht^htwI wk fprftHrwfTO 
gHff pr fftw ErrnpTwr Ir phw ft TOt pfafftfaR wfafftpp, 1951 

ft gift PTTT It WHP-WHH HPPP ft I H4H wfPfftpP It PR 

2 |r wrr i ft h pp TO pprht % faft wftp-rp fa (TO ft wk 
Hlft PR It WRR 3 ft PPP wk RPI,- fapfH jrTO TO PPR'Hl 
T far! fpTtprft fpfftp ft i wfwfppp ft wftprwt ft ppfEEr htph 
pfPWR % WH»-ftp 8 4 (n) T Hppftr T WiJPR wfwfHpfPH 
fa! TO ft i wt^TOtp 8 4 (n) ft pg htTO ft fa "hhp It fTOft 
*PR TO wrft % farft nft nrft It FTO” wftprl p-tp fafiJ grrf 

TOi<J TT PTHT ft I ^ ftf PTfT WfafHPP % fpHftniW’f ftPftf 



to to TTJT'fir: totttow 
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M ttfirerR "U 102(1)(*) ni(i)(r) 

% if tifErf’TqfcfT fVo «r 4 I I < 7 TO*k 102(l) if "iffff 

% fir#" »t*tf to srahr trotr tot | »t4fa rifa irfsI'iIiftT Ffa- 
fTOif, 1951 tot am ,i wh 4 if, fsR*f wfm? fafipr f, Tff 
igseT *51 TOPT tT|f fTOn TOT $ I fapj XiffffiTtR' $ vri^T II ^ 
ctott; .t if wfarofTO jTTitfrrfff % tow *r TO »r*?f to fafaferj' 
«q ir snffir firor tot tfat *Tftrfmro to sm 7 (*sr) i 
TO ?i% TTC if ft? tr|nT TO TOTO tffr ftr|T7 WfrWFr TOT WOP 
nfjffcfafir trfafTO'TT, 1951 # qf^TOTOT % Ftftw *rnrr«ff fi|t 
1 1 

to" W n% mr % tfP n^jnrr w FriTfwffffm fTOr y 
fa rpjij jt*tt =fr faff fam tow $ firofro % Wet; afa- 
frrfHw wfWfnTO, 1951 «£r urn 3 % *twbrv|hT ’ft sift ft 
trror tawft atf trim if rfav tot W to wfasw ^ wtoto 
i02(i)(»o) % irow *rp]; w|r ft* * ^row tito 

TO4 t to tow ^ 7TO qr fro froftRi mff toS i A'Fjmr n 
ifPrenir % sr^wt 193(2) v stirorr ti^hTi to trmff to mq 
tot gr f^r tot spto jpf TOnff TOftr, i9Ro if qft’mff toft 
TITO it TfTTi^lTO faftTOft If TO TOW TO fftfeT TO^f grr »T | 

wl ferri, (fill 0 p^r« totof), 

’ll rr*j 31 1991 WTTO TO JJWT fh'ftTO FPJTO 

[TO Ifa* 7(4)/82-fjremf II-7] 

r° ivz fffwnwft, 5N 

MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY 
AFFAIRS 

(Legislative Department) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 15 June, 1982 

S. O. 419(E) .—The following Order made by the Presi¬ 
dent is published for general information :— 

ORDER 


ANNEX LIRE 

BEFORE THE ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
Reference CtM No. 3 of 1981 

In Re : Alleged disqualification of Shri Pranub Kumar 
Mukherjee, Sitting Member pf ithe Council of 
States. 

OPINION 

This is a reference from the President of India under 
article 103(21 of the Constitution seeking the opinion of 
the Commission on the question whether Shri Pranab Kumar 
Mukherjee, a sitting member of the Council of Slates, had 
become subject to disqualification under article 102(1 )(c) 
of the Constitution, read with section 3 of the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951. 

The question was raised befoie the President by two 
petitions—one dated the 29th May, 1981 by Shri M A. 
Rasul and two others from West Bengal and the second dated 
the 16th June, 1981 by Shri S.S. Goyal of Delhi. The un¬ 
disputed facts are as follows :— 

Sthri Pranab Kumar Mukerjee was elected to the Council 
of States from the State of West Bengal at the biennia) 
election held in July, 1975 and his six years term of office 
was lo expire on the 9th July, 1981. In April 1980, Shri 
Mukherjee got his name registered in the electoral roll for 
Sabarmati Assembly Constituency in the State of Gujarat 
by making an application for inclusion of his name in the 
prescribed form stating that h e was now ordinarily resident 
at 19, Ketan Society, Ahmedabad and his name was regis¬ 
tered on the 17th April, 1980 at S. No. 895 of Part No. 
118jl28 of the electoral roll for the said consitiluency. 
Simultaneously his name was deleted from the electoral roll 
of the Nanvir Assembly Constituency in the Slate of West 
Bengal where he was previously registered as elector. At 
the biennial election held in July, 1981 lo fill the vacancies 
caused by the retirement of members of Rajya Sabha from 
Gujarat, Shri Mukherjee was elected from that State and 
his term of six years in Rajya Sabha commenced from the 
14th August, 1981. 

The short question now for consideration of the Com¬ 
mission is whether by ceasing to be oidinarily resident in 
the State of West Bengal in April, 1980, Shri Mukherjee 
had become subject to disqualification under article 102 of 
the Constitution for being a member of the Council of 
States, 


Whereas petitions have been field by Shii M. A. Rasul 
and two others from West Bengil and Sbri S.S. Goyal of 
Dclh. alleging that Shri Pranab Kumar Mukherjee has be¬ 
come subject to disqualification for membership of (he 
Council of States in terms of ailicle 102(l)(c) of the Consti¬ 
tution, read with section 3 of the Repiescntation of the Peo¬ 
ple Act, 1951 (43 of 1951); 

And whereas, the President of India has sought the opinion 
of Election Commission under article 103 of the Consti¬ 
tution, with reference to the said petitions on the question 
whether the said Shri Pranab Kumar Mukherjee has become 
subject to such disqualification ; 

And, whereas, the Election Commission has given its 
opinion (vide Annexure) that the said Shri Pranab Kumar 
Mukherjee has not become subject to any such disquali¬ 
fication; 

Now, therefore, I, Neelam Sanjiva Reddy, President of 
India, in exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
article 103 of the Constitution, do hereby decide, in 
accordance with the opinion of the Election Commission, 
that the said Shri Pranab Kumar Mukherjee has not become 
subject to any disqualification in terms of Article 102611(e) 
of the Constitution, read with section 3 of ihe Representation 
of the People A<1. 1951 (43 of 1951) for being a member 
of the Council of States. 


NEELAM SANJIVA REDDY 
President of India, 


New Delhi, the 11th June, 1982. 


Rashtrapati Bhavan 


The main contenlion of Ihe petitioners ns pl't forth in 
their written statements and as made out by their Senior 
Counsel, Shri K. L, Sharma, at the hearing held on the 1.7th 
October, 1981, is that one of the essential qualifications to 
be elected to Rajya Sabha as laid down in section 3 of 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, Is that the 

person concerned must be a registcied elector in the Styte 

Torn where he is contesting the election and bs Shri Mukher¬ 
jee ceased to be a registered elector in the State of West 
Bengal from April, 1980 he did not possess the aforesaid essen¬ 
tial qualification and had thus become disqualified within the 
meaning of article 102(TXc) of the Constitution. Sbri 
Sharma conceded that section 3 of Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 did not expressly provide that the quali¬ 
fication prescribed in that section had to be possessed by 

the person concerned at all times so long as he was a member 
of the Council of States, but he urged that such a stipulation 
had to be read into that section. His contention was based 
on Ihe argument that *he Council of States, as i*s name 

indicated, consisted of the representaiivcs of the Stales un¬ 
like the House of the People whose members were represen¬ 
tatives of the people and that the Constitution had prescribed 
ihe ouantum of renresentaho-i to he given to each State in 
the Council of States and ihe qualifications weTe different 
from those applicable to the membership of Ihe House of 
the People. If any person elected from one State changed 
his residence from that State and went to reside and became 
a voter in some other State, the former State would lose one 
representative which would create a constitutional imbalance 
and me judicially r.ffeTt the interest of the <?<nt- which 
elected him. He further stated that the disqualification would 
n'so mean the lack of qualification, or dispossession of quali¬ 
fication or of being divested of qualification. In support of 
the latter contention, he relied on the meaning of the word 
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'disqualification’ as given in: (1) Bauvier’s Law Dictionary; 
(2) Black’s Law Dictionary; (3) Legal Glossaiy issued by the 
Ministry of Law, Justice and Company Affans; (4) Company 
Cases (Vol. 45 page 576J; and (5) AIR 1970 DL 240, 

Shri Jagan Nath Kaushal, Senior Counsel for Shri Pranab 
Kumar Mukherjce, contended that qualifications and dis¬ 
qualifications were two distinct and different concepts under 
the Constitution and for a period to attract any disqualifica¬ 
tion under aricle 102, such disqualification must be express 
and specifically provided for either in the said article or by 
Or under any law made by Parliament, He further contended 
that nothing could be added by implication to the disquali¬ 
fications expressly mentioned in article 102( 1) of the Con¬ 
stitution or those expressly prescribed in the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951. He urged that the lack of quali¬ 
fication was different from disqualification under our Con¬ 
stitution and the former could not be treated as a disquali¬ 
fication Within the meaning of article 102 of the Consti¬ 
tution. Shri Kaushal also pointed out that the present matter 
had been agitated before the High Courts of Calcutta and 
Gujarat by way of writ petitions and both the High Courts 
had dismissed those writ petitions rejecting the contentions 
similar to those raised by the present petitioners. 

Tn a matter falling under the purview of articles 103 and 
192 of the Constitution, 1 am not bound by the aforesaid 
judgments uf the Calcutta and Gujarat High Courts, in the 
writ petitions referred to above, as the appropiiate authority 
to decide such matters is the President or the Governor in 
accordance with the opinion tendered to him by the Elec¬ 
tion Commission. But those Judgments could certainly be 
looked into for guidance. 

I have examined and analysed carefully the continuous 
made by botb the parties. I agree with the view that under 
the Constitution, the qualifications and disqualifications for 
membership of Parliament and State Legislatures are two 
difleren: and distinct concepts. Qualifications for membership 
of Purl'ament are contained m article 84, whereas disquali¬ 
fications for such membership are contained in articile 102. 
It is significant to note here that whereas article 84 pres¬ 
cribes qualifications “to be chosen to fill a seat in Parlia¬ 
ment”, article 102 provides for disqualifications “for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Par¬ 
liament”. Thus, whereas possession of qualification is neces¬ 
sary only at the time of the election, a disqualification 
operates both at the time of election and so long as an 
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elected person contiinues to be a member of Parliament. 
The fact that lack of qualification is not the same as dis¬ 
qualification under our Constitution is evident from the 
provisions of the Constitution relating to qualifications and 
disqualifications. For example, citizenship of India is a speci¬ 
fic qualification laid down in article 84(a) and the non-citi- 
zenship is specifically laid down as disqualification in arti¬ 
cle 102(l)(d). The same two different concepts of qualifica¬ 
tions and disqualifications have been similarly dealt with 
separately in the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 
Chapter 1 of Part IT of th e said Act prescribes the qualifica¬ 
tions for membership of Parliament and Chapter III of that 
Pau prescribes the disqualifications for membership of Par¬ 
liament and State Legislatures. The provisions in the Act 
relating to qualifications have been enacted in pursuance of 
the provisions of arlicle 84(c) of the Constitution which 
provides that Parliament may by law prescribe qualifications 
'to be chosen to fill a seal in Parliament’. Similarly provi¬ 
sions in the Act relating to disqualifications have been en¬ 
acted in pursuance of articles 102(1 He) and 191(1 Ke) qf the 
Constitution, While the expression “for being” used in arti¬ 
cle 102(1) have not been used In sections 3 and 4 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 prescribing the 
ualifications, it is specifically used in i elation to disquali- 
cetions as laid down in Chapter III of Part H of the 
Act—vide section 7(b) of the Act. It is, therefore, evident 
that the lack of qualification and disqualification are not 
synonymous under the scheme of the Constitution and the 
'Representation of) the People Act!, 1951, 

I am, therefore, of opinion and accordingly hold that loss 
of qualification under section 3 of lh e Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, subsequent to an election of a mem¬ 
ber to Rajya Sabha or his dispossession of that qualification 
would not attract the piovisions of arlicle 102(l)(e) of the 
Constitution and would not render him disqualified for 
continuing as a member of Council of States. I accordingly 
tender my opinion to the President in terms of article 1 03(2) 
of the Constitution that Shri Pranab Kumar Mukherjce had 
not become subject to disqualification on his ceasing to be a 
registered elector in the State of Wes: Bengal in April, 1980. 

S. L. SHAKDHAR, Chief Election Commissioner 
New Delhi, Dated the 1st October, 1981. 

[No. F. 7(4)/82-Leg. II] 
R. V. S. PERI SASTRI, Secy. 
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